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Sex role stereotyping by parénts of male and female

children was assessed by asking parents in 88 middle-class families
to Tate the importance of five broadly defin=d categories of
attitudes they believed a 2-year—old should learn. -All parents had at
least one child 5 years old or younger. It was assumed that if sex

role stereotyping was present,

parents of males would highly rate the

categories related to social behavior and exploration (defined in
terms of independence and orientation to the world ‘of work). It was

" assumed that parents of females would highly rate

tfe categories

related to family cooperation, appreciation for others, and the self
(lefined in terms of perseverance, imagination and passivity).
Comparisons were made among the mean ratings given by parents who had

only a male child,
nultiple female children,

only a female child, multiple male children,
and multiple children of both sexes.

Findings indicated some stereotyping in families with more than one
child.of the same sex but no stereotyping in the other. families

-studied.
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Abstract

This investigation was initiated because previous research with data from

C. 1960 indicated that sex role stereotyping begins in families when chil- |
dren are very young. The sample was a highly select sample in 1973.

Middle to upper middle class parents who part1c1pated in I'nion College

Character Research Project's programs were asked to rate 5 areas of
attitudes which in their opinion were important to teach 2 year old chil-
dren. }Lypotheses concerned with conventional se# role stereotyp'i»ng
were tested directly and indirectly W1th the 88 respondents. Sex role 7
stereotyplng was not expected in this selec’c sample and was not found
Mt in families with more thanone child of the same sex. Further
study is indicated to determine whether or not the advent of a second:
child same sex as first child is partlcularly fertile for sex role stereo-

typihg in other samples.




e E Sex?que Stereotyping in Select Families:
. ; "« When and Where Does It Appear ?

s

Introduction

.

In 1973 the staff of the Union College Charactei"Research Projéct‘
completed a study entitled "What Is Most Important for a Two Year Old
to Learn?'" (Barber and Staff '73). We were surprised to find evidence
of sex stereotyping on the part of parents of two and three year old
children. ' Chi square analysis revealed that psrents of a male child
were mbre cencerned that he be outgoing, manly and self-confident.
In contrast, parents of a female child appeared to be concerned with the

child's religious.and school 1earn1ng

The data for the 1973 study were open-ended personahty descriptions
of their children written by parents in 1958-1961. It is the purpose of
this study to investigate sex stereotyﬁing in families in the 1970's. Does
it still exist? o ]

Serbm and O'Leary {(1975) found clear evidence that nursery school
teachers re1nforce stereotypes. Boys are rewarded for agg*‘esslon,
cur10s1ty and learning. Girls are rewarded for pass1v1ty, dependency\
and engagmg in typical female- assoc1ated activities such as cooklng It -
teachers are St]ll reinforcing sex-role stereotypes, it is certamly loglcal

to suspeet that parents are doing likewise.
| Method
Sambple

A highly select sample was used in this study. The 88 families

involved were participants in Character Research Project programs. It

o
[
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may thus be assumed that these parents were highly motwated to promote
good character development in their children. All of these fam111es had
at least one child 5 years old or'yeunger. The famllles were divided into

‘< three groups:

*

1. Thirty-seven families had only one child. The child was male
in 26 of the families; female in the remaining 11 families.

2, Nineteen families had more than one child. All children
were of the same sex. There were all male children in
11 families; all female children in 8 families.

3.  The remaining 32 families had more than one child with

both sexes represented.

These families were m1ddle to upper middle class famllles. The ages of
the parents were predom1nant1y between 25 and 35 years of age. With few

exceptlons their attainment of a BA degree or h1gher represented their
. » ‘f

educat10na1 1eve1

The educat1ona1 level is such that one mlght expect “these parents to
be Miberated" from sex-role stereotyping with little children. That ex-

- pectation was tested in the following manner.

Po

2l

~Procedure s

In the spring of 1973 parents were sent the followmg 1etter. The
1etter was sent at fhat time because the Character Research PI‘OJeCt
(hereafter,referre,d to as CRP) was in the process of creating a book for
parent‘s about two;year—qlds. '

Dear Parents: ‘
- We need your help! We are in the process of creating
" a book about two- year olds and want to khow what parents

think is most 1mportant for a two- year- cld to 1earn. ) We S e

have se1ected five areas of attitude development and have
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described each of these areas. You can help us by ranking
these five attitude areas in the order of their importance

for a two-year-old, as you see it,

Place a "1'" in the box next to the attitude area you
think is most important. Place a "2" in the box next to
the attitude area you think is next most irnportant. Continue
in this way until you place a "'5'" in the box next to the atti-
tude area you think is least important for a two-year-old
to 1earn. - S |
Please return this form to the Character Research

Project as soon as possible. Thank you for your help.

The form the parents received asked for education of parents,‘ age

of parents, employment of parents, and age and sex of children in the
'famlly. Finally, the form described the five areds of attitude develop-
ment for the parents to rate. The following descriptions are exactly as

*received by the parents. "y

Descr1pt10n of Attltude Area:
POSITIVE ATTITUDES TOWARD SOCIAL BEHAVIOR

Empha51z1ng this area involves teach1ng ch:ldren to have fun :

in 51mp1e games, to p'1rt1c1pate in groups, - to. ‘take care of them-
selves in group gituaiions, to learn about how others feel, to -

learn what to do when the 7 cannot have the1r own way, and to

o

learn how to he1p others have a good_t1me.

F

POSITIVE ATTITUDES TOWARD FAMILY COOPERATION

Empha51z1ng th1s area involves teach1ng childrén to take part
in family routines (such as meals, rest time and bedtlme), to
take care of their own possessions, to take ‘care of family

possessions, to learn how to turn jealousy into constructive

w
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behavior, to learn how to overcome angry rebellion through
constructive behavior, and to help other members of the

family.

.POSITIVE ATTITUDES ABOUT THE WORLD AROUND THEM

Emphas1z1ng this area involves teaching children to have fun
1earn1ng new th1ngs, to enjoy d1scover1ng th1ngs for themselves.
to recogn1ze' that their world is fr1end1y and, also, to 1earn

what the pe op1e around them do both at work and at p1ay.

POSITIVE ATTITUDES ABOUT THEMSELVES ' (' e

I -

Emphasizing this area 1nvolves teach1ng children to pers1st
.in act1v1t1es for longer perlods of time, to use the1r imagina-
tion, and to react oonstructlvely when they cannot have their

own way, rather than reacting with either anger or rebellion.

POSITIVE. ATTITUDES OF ‘APPRECIAQTION FOR OTHERS  °

’Emphas1z1ng this area involves teaching chlldren to recognize

what others do for them, to learn how to be like a parent .
when car1ng for other ch11dren, to share their own posses-
sions with others, ‘and to be able to teach someone who

wants to know what they know. .

A%

The reader-will note that a11 statements in the Descr1pt1ons of
Attitude Areas are stated in the positive. There was no negative sex-
role stereotyping such as ''passive’ for femaleS“ or ."aggress1ve for ;
males. Thus, the 1nstrument gave respondents no clue that stereotypm/g
might be studled. In th1s respect the instrument was of c1ear value...

Even though parents were being asked to rate the attitude areas for

a book aboit two-year-olds, of both sexes, the as’sumpnon was made

that parents of male chlldren might think "male" and parentc, of female

1}
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children might think "female" if sex-role stereotyping were present.

Five hypotheses were tested:

1. Parents o/f“‘a male or males will rate area 1 (Social) higher

. (of more importance) than parents of a fémale or females.

2. Parents cof a female or females will rate area 2 (Family)
Ahlgher than parents of a male or males.

3. - Parents of a male or males will rate area 3 1(World) h1gher
than parents of a female or females.

'4. Parents of a fema1e or females will rate area 4 (Self)

4 higher than perents of a male or males. )

5. Parents of a female or.females will rate area 5 (Others) -

higher than parents of a male or males.

Admittedly, the descriptions of the five attitude areas are broad
and inclusive. However, if sex-role stereotyping' were present, we
agssumed that parents of males would read into the'Soci'al and World
areas the stereotype of a boy as outgomg, aggressive, 1ndependent and

oriented to the Wor1d of work. We further as sumed that. parents of .

females would read into the areas of Family, the Self and Others the-
| steneotype of a girl as famlly—orlented pass1ve, affiliative, dependent
and serving toward others. ‘

g Analys1s of the data consisted of t-tests in order to compare group
mean rat1ngs of the different combinations of groups and sub-groups.
Tests of the hypotheses could only be- tested directly when sub- groups
'were male VS, female. Since this test1ng was impossible with fam111es
where there were. ch:udren of both sexes, other combinations were

inspected in order to give non-direct tests of the hypotheses.

v

Results and Discussion

Table 1 d1sp1ays the means of parent ratings on the five att1tude '

areas. Parents' rat1ngs of only child-male are contrasted w1th parents'

ratmgs of only child-female. There are no stat1st1ca11y s1gm.f1cant




Insert Table 1 about here.

WA : . :
differe’nces between male and female, p £.10. None of the five hypotheses
1s supported. It would appear that sex-role stereotyplng is not present 1n .
the se CRP fam:.'lles with only one ch:ld What about the families with more .

than oné child of the same sex? Table 2/ gJ.ves these results. "y

/

. ‘/' a

Insert Table 2 abont/here.~

A

Now we have a situation where dﬁferences appear. The lower mean
represents a higher rating. Hypotheses 1, 3 and 4 are supported, while
hypotheses 2 and 5 are not. Parents of all male children place: h1gher
-pr10r1ty on the Social and Wor1d attitude areas, while parents of all female -
'chlldren regard the area of Self as more 1mportant. The differences are
greatest for the Self area: p = .01. However, there is some evidence of

stereotyping on the part of these parents. ' ,

The follow1ng questlon can be asked dofs a fam11y with ch11dren of

S sex-b1ased‘? Lienski ('61)

‘the same sex develop anrimage of 1tse1f that
suggests that care be taken whehn dlscussmg preJud1ce (which he prefers

to call ”group image''}. He believes that there are many rational reasons
for group 1mages. Is. hav1ng children of. the same sex a rat1ona1 reason -
~ for sex-role stereotyplng‘? Having ch11dre1£ of both sexes might be another

i
rational reason for a certain. group‘lmage.r We have relevant data.

f

Examine the results for families hav1ng children of both sexes. There
were 32 such fainilies. The ratings of parents of only child-inale and the
ratings of parents of only child-female wére totaled. The assumptlon was

made. that these means for each of the f1v‘e att1tude areas represent a

;
/

o
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non- stereotype set.. We can then corh‘pare the means from parents with"
» children of both sexes. Any differences miglit indicate stereotyp1ng on ;
the part of fam111es with children of both sexes. The results are found

-

in Table 3.

. . _ - - Insert Table, 3 about here.

-

It would appear that sex—role stereotyping. may appe.ar in fam:.'b.es?t
with children of both sexes in ‘the World area and in the Others area. Since
we are not compar1ng males and females, we are not d1rect1y test1ng the

1 hypotheses. It may be that what are seen as d1fferences represents a dif-
ferent value syste’m that is not related to sex-role stereotypmg in families
with children of both sexes. . : _ 4 Ce

The following results can be inspected- ‘Comparisons between only

. child- ma1e families a,nd mu1t1p1e mnfced fam111es, and only child—female
families with mu1t1ple m1xed famll1es It should be noted that these sub-

groups represent a compar1son of a subgroup which is not exh1b1t1ng~sex-

role stereotypmg with a subgroup whlch may poss1b1;)r be d1sp1ay1ng stereo—‘

typing. The results appear below in Tables 4 and 5. ¢

¢

. - Insert Tables 4 and % about here.

i o . ‘ ‘w
- i .
T : i 3

It vtrould appear that sex-role steregityping is not present in these
muit1p1e mixed CRE" families. There 1s no stgnific_ant difference in either
table for the Social, Family or ‘Self areas. The difference in the World
area favors the fam111es with a single ch11d—ma1e. Siuce stereotypinog 3
_appears to be absent in single child fam111es, we would expect ‘the d1ffer- ’
ence to favor multiple mixed families. The opp_osite is true. The only

" consistent difference is found in the Others area..

?
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It would thus appear that in fam111es where multiple children are
both sexes, sex—role stereotyp1ng is not apparent. Families with multlple
children of both sexes appear to place greater emphas1s on getting along -

’

P with others and on broader world perspectives. ., This emphas1s is seen
.in contrast to single child famllmes, where attent10n is apt to be focused
on just the one child. . . P ‘

“In conclus1on, this study 1nd1cates that CRP fam111estw1th” only one
Chlld and CRP families with multiple ch:ldren of both sexes de not appear a
to exhibit sex-role s:tereotypmg The results do indicate some stereo-
typing in CRP faml_tles w1th mult1p1e children of .the same sex. Is there
something about a fam:.'ly having more than one child of the same sex

that changes its group image and makes it fert11e goil for -sex-role stereo-
’ . 4

9 .5 . ‘).; . N L N :
typmg R , . .

Answering the questioh of whether sex-role Stereotyping is good or
had is not the intent or.purpose- of research The 1mp11cat)30ns are clear,

however. For those who do make the value deb1s1ons about sex-role

<y

‘ stereotyplng in 'fam111es, a cruc1a1 time in fam111eS/nay well be when a

second Chlld is born who is; ‘the same sex as the f1rst child. This ~may be

the time to decide whether to encourage or discourage sex-role stereo- ?

_tpr.ng. - | . : ‘ . ‘- '*/' _ L

o

Y

hie
L




° 3, : .
References ¥ _ -

Barber, L. W. and staff. ‘What is most 1tnportant for a two year -old
to learn? - Unlon College Character Research Project. Study

~ No. 73-01-01d, 1973. :
L - Lenski, G. The Reh&mus Factor. New York 1961. Doubleday & Company.

Serbin, L. and K. O'Leary. How. nursery schools teach girls to shut ups

Cf Psychology Today, December 1975, 9(7).

X176-34




11,

.
-
O
B
s
; - M . -
#
- 2
* 2
s >
* ¥
v
L4 . ~
¥ Y
“ - R
- L *
n 3
I

s

e

su QI'T L8'Y 8Z°'T 91°¢ |SU -12°T mm.,?wma |

$0° "L6" YTV

Su gp*1 60°C | SH
ge- 8’1 26°T [80° BE'T CI'E | 69" ¥1°T 88°C

LL® T0°T I%°€

3 Pp's X 3 p's x| 3 pP's X } pP's X I p's X
ERETTe) J198 PLIOM Aweq - Tetoog -
o e (3593 Tre} auo). pruD A0 jo sjusaed
:sBoay 9ATJg Jo sduney iSjuaxed jo sues Jo uostaedwod °I dIdelL-.
1! ' JQ/
. 3
. . ) &7 - v i
e N . = ‘ »
~ F . - - ~ .l i ‘ P - »

Ty,

L4 il

PI°T 60°€ [[T= U SOTEWa}
9¢.= u sofew

,\)

PAraitex: providea vy enic [
)

»

E




H

. c”m ua.mmv auo) .me sureg ueapryd STdNIMI Jo spudaed

:SBOIY AL JO S

su g6° 1€°¥ |10°3d Nw. £9°1 |01°5d L £9°¢ |'SU Ok “gL 1 |g0"5d _mm.H mm.\m..
18° TL° 08°% |L12°% mww.ﬁ 28°2| 08°T §L°T 0S°'Z €8T 77°1 ,mw..w. 20°% 26° ¥9°%
} v.m.m_ 3 vw.m x | "3 P's. X 1 B X } .p's X
SI9WO BES > pPIIoOM Anweg 181003

Sunyey sjudded Jo sued Jo nomﬁm%ﬁoo *z 91q®elL

voa

we

&

&

g = U SOTEWa)

T

a2

11 = u SoTew

&

Q

O

IC

E

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Y




W } .
» I —\N
co'sd o1°T 6¢°¢ | su 2z°T ¥8°T [gosd 61°T ¥8'€ |SU  66° ‘ggeg | su 6e°T 0g'g| sexosUiod
. : : S | . ordnitnIN

11°g gI°1 91°% |€¥" 8E°T L6.T

ov°¢ 1€°T TI1°€

68° GI°T T19°Z

99° €0°T 0£°E

reoL" . .

v

| 3 o | prruo 4O ‘
3}  ps X 3 p's ., X } p's X 3 Pp°s X 1 P's X ,
§ - } ‘o - 5 ¢
EREDiTe) J1eS .PTIOM ATtwaed 1e1008 S -
(poTrE} o.at §9Xag ﬁbmw m.o uaapTrD 21dTINIA 3O mﬁwm.ﬂm& pue . .
PTIUD ATUO jo sjusaed [EIOL usemiag SUBSIN JO uostigdmo) °¢ 91qel . ‘
W.u ) . ‘ . & s
i L .
i | : 2 U
. .\.,. ’ ” ~ \Um m
: , . , .k




4 ? L4 ? 1] s
oT°T 6¢°  peeT v9°1| cosd.61°T $8°E| su 66 82'%| Su 6E°T 0g°g| SoxesSUKH
gosd OT°T 6§°€ | SU 2g°T ¥8°1| SU> . Aok
. . * cg " : * © *T 2Is€) $0°T ¥1°T 85°¢| 8¢~ 10°T 19°¢ oTEIN
ge*z LB°. ¥2°v |€C° 8E°T 26°T| 20°2 €E€°1 ¢ _ | 8 L s R
1 p°*s X } - P°S X } p's % } P°S X '} prs X
SI2Y30 JIes PTIOM ATrured Te100§ [
~ . * . . - 1,4
(PaTr®} OM}) S9X9§ UIOH IO nw.ﬁumzmvcwwmﬂgﬁ jo sjudaed A : :
N pue 3TeN-PTIUD ATUO }O sjudaed Ua2sMidd suesaq 3o uostaedwo)d *H 2BL
N s T ' wm,
a° \-C
co, . ) ‘ O

A FuliText provided by ERIC

|




- h, -
: | o :

.u. A & ) w
o.m...WQ 0TI°T 66 ‘6| su. 44 ﬁ $8°1. | su 61°1T ._m& 6€ T 08°¢
oL°T .6° P2°% |0G° 86°T _2%6°T [6% T €€ ‘I g1°¢l 61° .3.4 mm..m ¥6° 10°1 60 °€

SI3Ul0 Ies PTIOM Afruredq 181008
. (poTIe} OM}) SaXag ﬁom, Jo nm%ﬂso_waﬁaﬂg jo sjuaaed pue- - ‘
aTRWad ~-PIIYD ATUQ JO SjuaIed UIMISH Suesy jJo uostaeduwo) .mlwanmrh
4 ) :

4

saxo§ Wog

oTdrImIN

- oTEwRd
PTHIO ATUO

b~
e

E




